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Moderate and Genuine Sons 
OF THE 


Cuvnxcuy of ENGLAND. 


Gentlemen, 


Stile you Genuine Sons of the Church, he- 
cauſe of your Chriſtian Moderation, Charity 
being the Eſſential Charatteriſtick of 4 true 
Proteſtant ; a Virtue, however decry d by Pa- 
piſts, and high-flying retrograde Proteſtants, 
URGE EIN will make the brighteſt appearance when Time 
ERR ſpl be no more. __ 
"THE diſtracting Diviſions this Nation has ſo long labour & 
under, have been 1 moſtly by the Fury of a Set of Men, 
who, by their 2 Zeal for the Shell of Religion, beyond 
any Concern for the Subſtance of it, and their rigorous Impoſiti- 
on of an impracticable Uniformity, have ſo far out-flown the true 
intention of the Church, az juſtly to acquire to themſelves the Ap- 
pellation of High-Flyers. | 


NOT only the Diſſenters have ſalfer d by theſe furious Inicens” 
diaries, but the Church herſelf has received a manifeſt prejudi 7 * 
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being miſtaken among foreign Proteſtants for a perſecuti 

Church, on account of the violent Procedures of ſuch Men, in 5 
joming buman Rites with more rigour than Eſſentials themſelves 
5 demand ; ſince Force in Religion is profeſſedly diſclaim'd a= 


mong Proteſtants, as an Anti-ſcriptural Practice. 


TO palliate their wholeſome Severities, (as they affect to call 

'em) we are branded with the odious Name of Schiſmaticks ; but 

it is obſervable, that none are more forward in this Charge, than 

ſuch, who from their notorious Enmity to the Law of Love, are 

errant Schiſmaticks themſelves; Men of inſolent, proud, narrow 

 Opirits, pretending to a Monopoly of Wiſdom and Truth, and ma- 

king themſelves infallible Fudges of both, tho they can make the 

leaſt Claim of any Perſons to either, as is evident from their com- 
mon way of Reaſoning. - ®, | 


THAT Man (ſay they) is a Schiſmaticky becauſe he does 


not Worſhip where we do; that Fellow a Heretick, becauſe his 
Faith is not of the ſame Dimenſion with ours; and ſuch a one is 
a damn d Presbyterian, becauſe he won't Drink, and Swear for the 
Cheb as we do; nay, he is ſo impertinent, that a Man dare 
not Swear nor Curſe in his Company be he never ſo much provol d, 
without incurring his Reproof, forſooth : Our Church is eſta- 
bliſhed by Law, therefore we are certainly in the right ; the Diſ- 
enters, are only tolerated, therefore they are in the wrong. We are 
the. Body of the People, they are but a ſmall Part, and who doubts 
but the. Truth is likelier to be among the Multitude and Great 
Ones, who are all for us. They were always, till of late, count- 
ed Criminals by the Lam, and we puniſh'd them accordingly, 
therefore they are Schaſmatichs. This is generally the Cant of the 
Faction, however differently modify'd in their various Invetives, 
not conſidering, that the Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſhment, as diffe- 
rent from. us, den finally dee. ſelf into AB of Pork 
_— LC. 3 | TN 
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I might entertain You with a long detail of our Sufferings in 
all Reins, not excluding the laſt ; when our Native Rights, 4s 
Subjefts and Parents, were flrangely violated ; but I ſhall drop 
the ungrateful Scrutiny, and only appeal to you, Gentlemen, who 
are the brighteſt Ornaments of the Church, (and to whoſe ex- 


cellent Conduft and CircumſpeRtion her very Being, as Proteſtant, 


5s owing under God.) 


OY (5) 


WHETHER the Treatment we have all along met with 
for our conſcientious Nonconformity, be agreeable to the Rules of 
Chriſtianity, good Policy, or the Privilege of a free-born People, 
ſince our Diſſent is not from any eſſential Part of the Doctrine 
or Warſhip of the Church, but only from ſome Accidents which 
as circumſtantiated we ( after the moſt impartial Search) think 
to be unlawful ; ſo that we do not voluntarily leave the Church, 
but are driven out. Thus Edom refuſed to give I/raet paſ- 
ſage through his Border, wherefore I/rae/ rurned away from 
him. Numb. xx. 21. 


AND yet in that caſe, we don't forſake Communion with 
her in any one Inſtance, wherein ſhe is the Church of Chriſt ; if 
therefore we can ſhew a juſt Cauſe for our Separation from ber, 
in Things not divinely inſtituted, the common Charge of Schiſm 
muſt neceſſarily ceaſe, and in Equity, the Penalty too. | 


TH E Deſien of the following Treatiſe, is to juſtify the Mo- 
dern Proteſtant Diſſenters, who are ſound in the Faith, tho in 
the Body of the Book I uſually mention the Presbyterians only, it 
being the Party moſtly level d at by our Adverſaries, in all their 
Attacks upon Nonconformiſts. 


T think you'll find the Diſſenters ſufficiently clear d here from 
the Guilt of Schiſm in the Scripture Senſe of it ; but if the high 
Party in the Church will ſtill Heber that humane Schiſm, which 
is of their own making, upon them, I have proved they are at 
leaſt no more chargeable even with that Schiſm, than many of the | 
eſtabliſp d Church are, who don't conform to ſeveral of its Rules 


wal, | "E 
IT have inſiſted bere only upon ſome of the leſſer Topicks in 
Diſpute between us ang the Church ; as to the Validity of our Or- 
dination, there is a Tra juſt ready for the Preſs, which not on- 
ly proves it in a clearer manner than hitherto has been done, but 
alſo evinces it to be preferable to Epiſcopal Ordination. 


Tl” only add, Gentlemen, that Us we n_— _— 
jeyn d with you in your oppoſition to Popery in all its Shapes 
Advances, ſo now the El of all our Struggles being obtaind (in 
the happy and glorious Acceſſion of our great Deliverer to the 
Throne) we hope your beſt Endeavours will not be wanting io 

reiben 
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| 0 6 ), K 
Arengte ben the Proteſtant Intereſt, by enlarging the Pale of the 
— wherein nothing ſhould be made neceſſary to Communion 
' but. what is. neceſſary tu Salvation, ſince the Gates of the Church 
ought. to r 


THIS 8 Duty you owe to the Church as her Friends, the 
2 of which muſt needs recommend you to the Eſteem of all 


olicitous for the real OE of Religion therein, 
nor K which pleas 4 to reckon 


Vur humble Servant, 


CHARLES OWEN. 
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Proteſtant Diſſenters agree with the Church in all the Eſ- 
ſentials of Religion, and Acts of Divine Worſhip. Thoſe 
who never were Members of a Church, can't ly be 
ſaid to ſeparate from it; this is the Caſe of many, if 
not moi? Diſſenters. Perſons may, in ſome Caſes, ſepa- 
rate from a true Church, as the Church of England did 
from the Church of Rome, which is generally counted a 
true, tho unſound Part of the Catholick Church. Ob- 
jection. Romiſh Church idolatrous. Anſwer d. Tuo 
Things may juſtify Separation from a true Church. 1. 
When unwarrantable Terms are impos'd ; theſe confe- 
der'd as falſe, dubious and indifferent, with Inſtances ex- 
hibited under each Head. 2. When alou d by the Su- 
preme Magiſtrate. Et 55 


i 


| HE Engliſh Proteſtant Difſenters agree with the e- 
ſftabliſh d Church in all the Eſſentials of our Reli- 
gion, and Circumſtances and Acts of Worſhip too, 
as far as they are agreeable to the Word of God; 

the difference only conſiſts in the Tmpoſition of a few con- 
troverted Accidents and human Modes, which the Church 
accounts indifferent, and we, for ſeveral reaſons, unlamful. 

Have we not the ſame God and Saviour, as the Object of 

our Faith, with the Church? Have we not worſhipping Aſ- 
ſemblies, the ſame Sacraments of ' Bapriſm, and the Lord's 
Supper; the ſame Bible read, and Pſalms ſung, the ſame 
Matter in our publick Preaching and Prayers with em? Yes, 
we have, and mainrain Chriſtian Chariry (the grear Bond of 
Unity) with em; and tho we locally ſeparate, yer we hold 
the fame Communion of Saints, as the Creed requires, and in 
ſhorr, every thing elſe that is Eſſential to the Being of a Pro- 
teſtant Church. | 

| WHAT 
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WHAT it is then that cauſes our Separation we ſhall 
ſoon ſee, and ar the ſame time conſider, whether or no a Se- 
paration on ſuch an Account be Schiſm. ‚ f 

IN order to this, I premiſe two Things: 

1. THOSE who never were Members of the Church of Eng- 
land, cant properly be ſaid to ſeparate from it; for Separation 
from a Thing ſuppoſes Union with it : Now, by this Rule, 
Proteſtant Diſſenters and their Children, who never joyn'd in 
Communion with the Church, muſt be acquirted from the 
Guilr of Schiſm ; becauſe fince, in the common acceptation, 
Schiſm and een are univocal and ſynonimous Terms, 
the Reaſon holds in both alike. ö 

2. THOSE who were once Members of a true Church, may 
lawfully ſeparate from ber, when ſhe 12 unwarrantable Terms 
of Communion; for this reaſon, the Church of England ſepa- 
rates from chat of Rome, and we from that of England. 
"THE Church of England juſtly ſeparates from that of 
Rome, becauſe of the unwarrantable Terms urg'd and impos d 
on its Members, as ſwearing Obedience to her Head, aſſent- 
ing and conſenting to all her Injunctions, Canons, Forms of 
Devotion, and the long Cavalcade of her nonſenſical and ſu- 
perſtitious Ceremonies., | | 

THE Romiſh Church is generally acknowledg'd to be a 
true, tho unſound Part of the Catholick Church, as holding 
the Eſſentials of Chriſtianity, tho ſne adds to em; yet we 
count ir no Schiſm to N from her for purer Worſhip, 
and better Edification, fince ſhe puts her Members under a 
neceſſiry of preferring the Authority of the Church to the 
Oracles of God. | ae 3 

IF Salvation be attainable in the Remiſh Church, as Prote- 
ſtants allow, why then did the Engliſh Church ſeparate from 
her? The Anſwer is, becauſe ſhe impos'd her own Inventi- 

ons upon her Followers, as Terms of Conformity. From 
hhence tis evident, that Perſons may ſeparate from a Church 

that holds all the Eſſentials of Chriſtianiry, and in whoſe Com- 
munion Salvation thay be had, and yet be no Schiſmaricks. 
NO W, if the Church of England may, without the im- 


pPautation of Schiſm, withdraw from chat of Rome, for greater 


Purity, tis hop'd ſhe'll allow us the ſame Liberty, if we give 
as good reaſons for our refuſal of her Terms, as ſhe has done 
for her Reformation. And, who art thou that judgeſt another, 
and doſt the ſame Things? Thus you ſee, not Separation, bur 
the Cauſe of it, makes Schiſm. x 

Obj: But the Church of Rome 1 Idolatrous. | 
249 REM Anſ. WE 


I 


upon its Members, can be prov'd in themſelves ualawt 
appear to be ſo ro us, a Nonconformity to fuch Terms is a 
Duty, and conſequently a Separation from ſuch a Church is 
juſtiſiable. More eſpecially, 8 
1. F ſuch Impoſitions be falſe and ſinful. 


09) 


_—Anſs WE acknowledge ir, and that the Church of England 


is not ſo z, yet if her Terms be in any reſpect unjuſtifiable, 
there is the ſame reaſon of Diſſent from them, as from Ido- 
latry, for Sins of all degrees are unlawful. 
I F any of her Impoſitions appear to us to be ſinful, tho 
not Idolatrous, yet in ſuch a Caſe Separation is a Duty, which 
is the next Thing to be conſider d. 1 
Q. What may juſtify a Separation from a true Church ? Or, 
When may Perfons ſeparate from ſuch a Church, without the 
Guilt of Schiſm ? | n 
Anſ. I. Separation is in itſelf morally lawful, when Terms un- 
warrantable by the Scripture are rigorouſly impos'd. |; 
II. Separation from the eſtabliſh'd Church is lawful, in à poli- 
tial Senſe, when allow d by the Government. <1 
I. Separation is in itſelf morally lawful, when Terms unwarran- 


table by the Scripture are rigorouſly impas d. 


IHE Scripture is the only Rule we are indiſpenſably o- 
blig d to go by: This is a Maxim no Proteſtant will deny. 
BUI our Adverſaries object, That human Inventions, as 
far as they tend to the Benefit of the Church, ought to be 
comply'd with, eſpecially when enforc'd by the Civil Power. 
Anſ. WE allow this, as far as tis for the good of the 


Church, bur rhe Impoſicion, even of theſe extra- eſſential 
Things (tho deſign d for the good of the Church) upon Per- 


ſons who are not rationally perſwaded of their Lawtulneſs, is 


- unjuſtifiable; becauſe a Man's Conſcience, guided by the beſt 


Light he can get from Scriprure, and not the bare Injunction 


of the Magiſtrate, is the Rule he ſhould go by, in his Con- 
formity to the particular Inſtitutions of any Church, otherwiſe 


we muſt run into the Popiſh Abſurdity of implicite Faith and 
blind Obedience. 9. bag as BH aft 
BUT if the Terms of Communion any Church 7 


or 


2. If after due and juſt Enquiry they are doubtful. 
em is not allowable, neither to be comply d with in all Caſes. 

is | I. | Propofition, | 1 45 
No ſinful or falſe Impoſitions of any Church ought to be complicd 


with. 
* HEN a Church adds human 1 to God's Wor- 


5 ſhip, 


3. Tea, tho they be only indifferent, yet a rigorous Impoſition of 5 


1 | 
Tſhip,, and by Impoſition lays its Members under ſuch Circum- 
ſtances, that they are oblig'd ro prefer em to divine Inſtitu- 
tions, in that Caſe, thoſe Impoſitions are ſinful, and we may 
lawfully ſeparate from them. 2 
NOW, ITfay, if ſuch Conditions are impos d as we can't 
conform to without Sin, then Nonconformity is a Duty; and 
- that this is our Caſe, will appear by the following Inſtances. 
1. VE that ſcruple Godfathers and Godmothers, which is the 
Invention of Men, can't obtain Publick Baptiſm, which is the Inſti- 
tution of God, Here Sureties, the Invention of Men, are pre- 
fer d to Baptiſm, the Inſtitution of God. | | 
_ BY the Canon, Parents are not allow'd to dedicate their 
own Children, or to promiſe for their pious Education; tho 
Parents are the only Perſons that have an inherent Right to 
de vote their Children in Baptiſm; and rho' rhey cou'd trans- 
fer that Right to another, (which yet they don t grant) yet 
it is not in the Power of any Church co oblige em to it. 
-* BESIDES, ſince there is no Footſteps for this Practice 
of Godfathers and Godmothers in the New Teſtament, and 
the preſent Impoſers of em, deny their being of the Eſſence 
of Baptiſm, we can ſee no reaſon for the rigid Impoſition of 
em, or the denial of Baptiſm to ſuch who ſcruple the law- 
fulneſs of em. Beſides, it's hard to oblige Men to ger Sure- 
ties where every Body may refuſe to ſtand, none being by 
any Law obliged to it. 44 - 
2. WE muſt not, by the Canons of the Church, receive the 
Lord's Supper, which is the Inſtitution of God, unleſs we receive it 
© kneeling, which is the Invention of Men. Tis not the Poſture, 
— the Impoſition of it upon ſcrupulous Conſciences we 
blame. | : | | 
CHRIST and his Apoſtles took the Sacrament in the 
common eating Poſture, and it's very hard, that they who dare 
not receive the Sacrament contrary to the Example of Chriſt 
aud his Apoſtles, and contrary to the Cuſtom of the Catholick 
Primitive Church, and the Canons of General Councils, 
ſhou'd be uſed like r.ororious impenitent Sinners, and debar'd _ 
from that Sacred Ordinance, Here a Poſture of Man's In- 
vention is prefer d to a divinely inſtituted Ordinance.. - 
3. WE muſt, if we would be rechen d true Members of the 
Church, conform to all the Peculiarities of unſcriptural Forms. Not 
| . that we are againſt Forms in all Caſes, bur the univerſal Im- 
poſition of em, and the excluſion of ſuch from the Church 
that ſcruple em; for Experience has made it appear, that the 
© compoſing of  Liturgies, and then impoſing em as neceſſary 
* * Terms 


F 
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Terms of Communion, and the only Rule of Publick Wor- 


ſhip, N the only way to cauſe and perperuate Divifions in the 
Church. | 
4. WHEN «a Church apy: Miniſters of their inherens 
Power of Government, and the ſame is devolv'd on Lay Chancel- 
lors, with an Impoſition of being ſubmitted to upon pain of Excom- 
munication, we may in that Caſe leave her for a more regular Mi- 
niſtry ; where the Miniſterial Power is exercis'd by proper 
Perſons, and in a ſuitable Method, and not by ſubſtitution of 
exorbitant Fines, inſtead of Spiritual Penance. That the 
Church of England is defective in Diſcipline, is evident from 
her annual Confeſſion on the firſt Day of Lent, when ſhe or- 
ders the Commination to be read, till the Reſtoration of ſuch 
Godly Diſcipline as ſhe profeſſes ro want. And it's queſtiona- 
ble, Whether the Practice of the Ecglefiaſtical Court in iſſu- 
ing out Proceſſes and Citations, in their own Name inſtead 
of the King's, be legal or not? 8 
BESIDES, the People invade the Miniſterial Office, 
1. B reading half the Pſalms, Hymns and Prayers with 
an audible. Voice, a Practice not warranted by Scripture. _ 
2. BY being the only Petitioners in the Licany, by their 
Good Lord deliver us, and We beſeech thee to hear us, good Lord; 
while the Miniſter only recites the Matter of the Prayer, 
and makes none of the Requeſt at all. | 
- THE People's thus publickly peritioning in the Litany, 
ſeems not to be ſo conſonant to Scripture, which makes the 
Miniſter the Mouth of the People to God in Prayer, to which 
they, according to Scripture, ſhould only ſay, Amen, Neb. 
vili. 6. | | | | | 
5. WHEN à Church, inſtead of ſuch Officers as the Holy 
Ghoſt has inſtituted in her, appoints a different and falſe Species of 
Miniſters, and impoſes them on the Laity, on pretence 4 Jure 
Divino Right, this is a ſinful Impoſition. | i 
THE beſt Defenders of Dioceſan Epiſcopacy have ac- 
knowledg d, there's no ſuch thing as a Dioceſæn Biſhop to be 
found in the New Teſtament, and all the reſt of the Refor- 
mation reject the Order, and their Power, as Dioceſan in this 
Kingdom, depends on the Civil Government; yet this Order 
as Jure Divino, ſuperior to Presbyters, is rigorouſly impos d 
on us by a certain Party to believe, which, unleſs we do, we 
are branded with Schiſm, a Term appropriated of late to 
Perſons who can't embrace that Popiſo Tenet of believing as 
the Church believes. | 
IN ſtrictneſs, by the Dioceſan Scheme, there are but 26 
rte 7 S2 Churches 
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Churches in England, and no more than 26 Paſtors, the infe- 
rior Clergy being but Curates ro the Biſhops, who are the 


only real Paſtors. 


'HENCE' ir is, that fince the Reſtoration, the Word Pa- 


ſtor (formerly apply d ro the Parochial Presbyters) was blot- 
ted out of the Common Prayer, and the Word Prieſt or Cu- 


rate put in the room of it, by which the Biſhops take the 
Paſtoral Care upon themſelves ; which being an Office of 


Perſonal Inſpection and Truſt, muſt needs make the Burthen 


very heavy, and beyond the Ability of ſo ſmall a Number to 
manage. 


"BESIDES, Deacons, as uſed in the-Church of Eng- 


land, is a new Species of Officers not yet known in the Scrip- 
tute, neither do we find any ground in Scriprure for Arch- 
Biſhops, Arch- Doacons, 2223 Cemmiſſaries, Officials, and 
rhe whole Gang of Spiritual Court Officers, which, tho they 


do nor pretend to be Fure Divino, yet they are impoſed upon 


the Church with equal Severity as if they were ſo. 
6. WHEN à Church intermixes Falſhood with her Worſhip, 


and impoſes this Worſhip as a Term of Communion, its no Crime 


to forſake her. 


As ſuppoſe a Church ſhould in her Prayers affirm, that 


all who are baprized are regenerated by the Holy Ghoſt, when 


we find the contrary in fact, with what Conſcience can we 


joyn in ſuch a Prayer? | 2 

"BESIDES, how can Perſons comply with an impoſed 
Carechiſm, ' wherein every Child, bad as well as good, is 
taught to ſay, that in Baptiſm he was made a Member of Chriſt 
and a Child of God, which all the World knows to be falſe 
in ſome of their Mouths > * | 


AGAIN, when a Church obliges Godfathers and God- 
morhers at Baptiſm, to promiſe for Children what no Man 
can perform for himſelf; this is an Impoſition no Man of 


Thought or Conſcience can allow. 


©FUR TH ER, ſuppoſe a Church ſhould oblige her Cler- 
gy to declare their ſure and certain Hope of the Salvation of all 
Perſons they bury, is it not an unſcriptural and unwarranta-' 
ble Piece of Charity? Is nor this more abſurd than the Error 
of a certain Church, who, tho ſhe affirms the Salvation of 
all her Members, yet appoints a further Purification, (than 

Fin the quenchable Flames of Pur- 


they arrain to in this Lif 


ſed God of his great Mercy to take to himſelf the Soul of our cher 
SLE A | 8 Brot 


apy 25, WW | 19715! 
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Brot her, is ſeemingly inconſiſtent with the Text, that ſays, 
that narrow is the Way that leads to Life, and few there be t 
it. | | 8 
HAR I T Y for the Dead as well as the Living, is ve- 
ry commendable ; but notwithſtanding this Impoſition on the 
Clergy, I can't think the Church herſelf believes, that God 
of his great Mercy takes to himſelf the Souls of att thoſe: 
whole Bodies are privileged with Canonical Burial. | 
HOW ſafe it is for Miniſters ro read known Incongrui- 
ries, or the People ro declare their conſent in joyning in any 
Act of Worſhip wherein they are contain d, I will not take 
upon me to determine; bur I think it highly concerns every 
Perſon to be ſatisfy d, that every part of any Worſhip he 
joyns in be true, and is acceptable to God. 4.9017 
MOREOVER, whena Church in her eſtabliſh'd Form 
of Worſhip racks human Inventions ro the Ordinances of 
Chriſt, and impoſes them on her Members as Parts of thoſe 
Ordinances, we may juſtly ſeparate from her, if we can't en- 
joy the Ordinances of Chriſt without thoſe human Attach- 
ments: For, tho ſuch a Church be right in the main, yet ſo 
far as the Separation is made upon the foregoing Account, 
ſhe is not ſo : Thus the Croſs and Sureties are made Parts of 
the Ordinance of Baptiſm, and Genuflexion of the Lord's Sup- 
per, and as ſuch are impoſed ; ſo that the Ordinances them- 
ſelves muſt not be adminiſtred without em, unleſs in Caſe 
of Sickneſs. The Croſs is made a Sacrament, and as it is an 
Image in God's Worſhip, ſeems to be contrary to the ſecond 
Commandment; : _ - Lig 6 13-300 
THE Clauſe of Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell, which the Peo-: 
ple are oblig d to evidence their aſſent to in the Publick Wor- 
ſhip, is, in our Apprehenſion, a Falſhood, ſince we can find' 
no real Foundation for it in Scripture, and therefore cant 
comply with that Impoſition. Fo IF. x I VÞ- 
J. WHEN a Church in her publick Service ſtudioufly omits 
Part of the. Bible, und in the room of it ſubſtitutes meer human 
Writings, ſuch as. are by herſelf accounted Apocryphal and Fabu-/ 
| lous, which yet the Miniſter is oblig d to read to the People for 
near two Months together (except ſome proper Leſſons) and that. 
under the Notion of Holy Scripture ;" the Impoſition is unwarran-* 
table, and a Noncompliance with ſuch an Injunition is juſtifuable. 
THAT the Church we diffent from is guilry of ſuch an 
Impoſition is evident and beyond Diſpute, and that this is not 
juſtifiable will appear from the following Inſtances of palpa-- 
ble Falfiries, "Contradictions and Errors in the A 
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ſuch as we think ought not to be read in any Chriſtian Church! 


For Inſtance, A $4 | 1 | | 
SE PT. 30. the 4th and 5th Chapters of Tobit are appoint- 
ed to be read, where it is ſaid, Alms deliver from Death, con- 
trary to 1 Fohn i. 7. Thr, 2 
AND the Angel directs Tobias to the uſe of a Charm to 
drive away the Devil, viz. by burning the Heart and Liver 
of a Fiſh, ar the Smoke of which he ſhould fly away and ne- 
ver come again. | 
OCT. 1. Is read Tobit 7, & 8. where the Angel tells a no- 
—_— Lie, in declaring himſelf to be of the Tribe of Nap- 
att, 6325 
IT's faid likewiſe, that the Devil, upon ſmelling the Smoke 


of the Liver and Heart of rhe Fiſh, fled into the uttermoſt 


Parr of Nypt, and the Angel bound him there. 
OCT: 3. Is read Tobit xi. & xii. where Tobir's Eyes were 
open'd with the Gall of a Fiſh by the Preſcriprion of the An- 
gel, and in his Prayer of Thanks, he gives the ſame Glory to 
the Angels as unto God. The Angel Raphael tells Tobit, That 
be was one of the Seven Holy Angels which preſent the Prayers of 
the Saints; which Work is the peculiar Office of Chriſt. 
OC T. 9. Is readsFudith ix. & x. where the Murther of 
the Sechemites is commended: Judith prays, that God would 
bleſs her Deceit, and dreſſes herſelf ro enſnare Holofernes to 
Wanronneſs, and tells a Lie in order to be introduc'd to him. 
OCT. 10. Is read Judith xi. & xii. where ſhe tells Holo- 
fernes many Lies. 250220) 
OCT. 11. Is read Judith xiii. & xiv. where all theſe Lies 
are approved of by the Author of the Book. 


OCT. 14. Is read Wiſdom iii. & iv. where all Children 


born in Baſtardy, are pronounc'd Hopeleſs, and their End 


OCT. 30. Is read Eccleſiaſticus xxiv. where we are for- 


bidden to give Alms to the Ungodly. | 

NOV. 6. Is read Eccleſiaſticurxxiv. where the Wiſdom of 
God is ſaid to be created from the Beginning. 

NOV. 23. Is read the Story of Bell and the Dragon, which 
ſpeaks of Habbakkuk the Prophet in the Days of Cyrus, tho 
he prophecy d before the Captivity, and near 200 Years be- 
fore Cyrus's Time. | ITN 

WE are not againſt reading the Apocrypha, as far as any 
Part of it is a Collection of true Hiſtory and Morality ; but 
we object, : 


: 
- 


1. AGAINST thoſe Things in it that be falſe in Fact and 
75 | contrary. 
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contrary to Scripture ; but that the Miniſter ſhould be oblig d 
to read, and the People to hear ſuch a Medly of Stuff (as a- 
bove-quored) and that under the Notion of Holy Scripture and 
we ſame Title of the | firſt . Bag what makes it more 
liable ro Objection, and juſtifies a Nonconformiry to it. 

2. WE object againſt the reading of the Apocrypha, as 
excluding ſo great a Part of the Bible, viz. a great Part of 
Leviticus, both Books of Chronicles, Nehemiah, - Eſther, Canti- 
cles, Lamentations, Amos, Obadiah, Fonah, Nahum, Zephaniah, 
Haggai, 2d Epiſt. to Theſſ. 2d & 3d Epiſt. of John, and Revela- 
tions, which are of Divine Original, and ought not to be ſuper- 
ſeded by any Book, much leſs by ſuch a wrerched Canpitire 

3. WE object alſo againſt theſe human Writings taking 

place of thoſe Portions of Scripture which are ordinarily al- 
ow'd to be read in the Church, which frequently happens - 
in the reading of proper Leſſons ; the Truth of this will ap- 
pear to any who will conſult the Table of proper Leſſons, 
and the Rubrick thereunto belonging. 

NOW if any Part of the publick Worſhip does, in our 
apprehenſion, contain any unſound Poſitions, Articles, or Cu- 
ſtoms, which we are requir d to aſſent to, its our Duty to 

withdraw, rather than comply with ſuch a Worſhip. | 

I ſhall conclude this Propoſition with what the learned Chi 
lingworth ſays in his Vindication of the Church of England 
from Schiſm, upon account of her Separation from thar of 


Rome. 

HE puts the Queſtion, May a Church be left for Sin and Er- 
rors 2 No, if ſhe don't impoſe and enjoyn em, but if ſhe do (as the 
Roman does) then we muſt forſake Men rather than God, leave 
the Church's Communion rather than commit Sin, and profeſs known 
Errors to be divine Truths : To ſay the Lord had fad fe when he 
has not ſaid ſo, is a great Sin, be the Matter never ſo ſmall, p. 
281, 282. 0 | SITES 

TH O' the Errors of your [Romiſh] Church did not warrant 
our Departure, yet your Hrannous Impoſition of em would be our 
ſufficient Fuſtification, this lays a Neceſſity upon us either to forſake 
your Communion, or to profeſs what we know to be falſe, p. 282. 

I may without Schiſm divide from that Church, which errs in 
any Point of Faith fundamental or otherwiſe, © if ſhe requires the 
Profeſſion of this Error among the Conditions of her Communion, 

285. | | ; | 
2 TO forſake what we judge to be an Error is no Sin, unleſs to be 
in au Error be a Virtue, p. 303. I now proceed to the 


i 


IL Pro- 


(16) 
A2 02 II. Propoſition. 

NO doubtful things impoſed by any Church ought to be comply'd 
_ by any Perſon, to whom after du Examination they continue 
to 0. | . | | 
THAT Scripture which tells us, hat is not of Faith is 
of Sin, vouches for the Truth of this Poſition. | 
Dr. Stilling fleet ſays, Ne think the requiring of doubtful things 
for certain, # good ground enough for us not to embrace Communi- 
on with that Church (of Rome) unleſs it may be had on better 
Terms. Dialogue juſtifying Separation from Rome, p. 165. 

- NAY, tho the things themſelves be agreeable to Truth, 

yer if we be in ſuſpence about em, and they be dubious to 

us, no Man can blame us for refuſing to ſubſcribe them con- 

trary to our preſent Perſwaſion ; a rational Suſpicion of Sin 
is enough to juſtify the preſent Suſpenſion of acting, ſo Rom. 

XIV. 14. 15. ; 7 

EVE N an erroneous Conſcience (as moſt allow) binds us 


ro do nothing againſt it, Rom. xiv. 14. To him that efteemeth 


any thing unclean, it is unclean : Now, if dubiouſneſs in the 
Subject binds, much more in the Object, (if I may ſo expreſs 
it) i. e. when the things themſelves are of a dubious Nature, 
and ſuch ate many of the Terms of Conformity we are re- 
quired to aſſent and conſent to. | 
- THUS. in general, the whole Frame of the Engliſh Hie- 
rarchy is doubtful, (it not having yer been unconteſtably pro- 
ved to be Scriptural or Apoſtolical) as alſo, what we are re- 
quired to aſſent to by the Act of Uniformiry, viz. Every thing 
contain'd in the Comman Prayer, all the Rites and Ceremo- 
nies of the Church, the Pſalter as appointed to be read or 
ſung, the Form and Manner of making, ordaining and conſe- 
crating Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, Gc. Fe ed 
SOME of the Diſſenters account ſeveral of the Inſtances 
before-menrtion'd among the Falſities, to be dubious only; 
and no wonder they differ, fince they have no better Pretenſi- 
ons to be all exactly of one Mind, than the reſt of the World. 
IT would be too tedious to ſpecify all the Inſtances that 
* Matter of Seruple, I ſhall therefore only mention a few 
SOME doubt whether Chriſt and his Apoſtles gave Pow- 
er do any Church or Set of Perſons, to compoſe Forms of De- 
votion, as the only Standard of Publick Worſhip, or that the 
Lord's Prayer (which it does not appear the Apoſtles uſed as 
practiſed in the Exliſh Church) can countenance the making 
and impoſing of other Forms; nay, they much queſtion m_ 
„ | r 
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telligible Terms, With my Body I thee worſhip. 
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ther Chriſt deſign'd the Lord's Prayer itſelf to be a perfect 


Form, to be ſtatedly and unalterably us d; ſince praying 


in the Name of Chriſt (which is an eſſential Part of an ac- 
ceptable Prayer) is not expreſt in it: St. Luke ſays, Mhen ye 
pray, ſay, Our Father and forgive us our Sins----for we alſo for- 
give every one that ts indebted to us; but has no Doxology. St. 
Matthew ſays, After this manner pray he and forgive us our 
Debts, as we forgive our Debtors---for thine is the Kingdom, Pow- 
er and Glory for ever and ever, Amen. Now this Variety in the 
Introduction, Body and Concluſion of the Prayer, makes it more 
than probable, that Chriſt only deſign d this Prayer as a Me- 
thod for his one ay at firſt to pray by, and not as a compleat 
—_— Form for them and others to uſe, much leſs to be 
impos'd. | 

OME ſcruple the damnatory Clauſe in the Athanaſian 
Creed, namely, That unleſs every one keep whole and undefil d the 
Articles of Faith contain d in it, without doubt he ſhall periſh e- 
verlaſtingly----which unleſs a Man believe faithfully, he cannot be 
ſaved ; this they queſtion, not only becauſe of the uncertainty 
of the Author, bur alſo, becanſe ſome of the Articles of it are 
unintelligible ro em, and think ir nor agreeable to rhe divine 
Goodneſs and Juſtice, to damn Perſons for what they cannot 
underſtand. Nay, the learned themſelves are not agreed about 
the meaning of ſome Expreſſions In it. 

IT's matter of Offence to others, that Women bear a ſhare 
in the Publick Service, contrary to the Advice and Injunction 
of St. Paul, That Women ſhou d keep ſilence in the Churches, © 
1 Cor. xiv. 34. | | | N 

SOME queſtion the Truth of the Rubrick at the cloſe of 
Publick Bapriſm (which aſſerts, that it is certain by God's Ward 
that Children which are baptiʒ d, dying before they commit actual 
Sin, are undoubtedly ſaved) becauſe rhe Scripture no — — 
that Matter out of doubt, nor does the Church ꝓre to 
cite one Scripture for it, and we ſhou'd be very cautious how 
we father our private Opinions on the ſacred Oracle. 

IN the Office of Matrimony, ſome boggle at thoſe unin- 


A Gentleman the other Day having ſettled only Part of his 


| Efſate on his Miſtreſs by way of Joynrure, when he led her 


to the Altar, ſcrupled thoſe Words, With all my worldly Good? 

thee endow, fearing it ſhould ſuperſede his former Settlement. 
THE Biſhops in Confirmation ſay, that they lay Hands on 

Children after the Example of the Holy Apoſtles ; now this 


lo dubious (if nor falſe) —_— ir does nor appear that the 


Apoſties 
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A _— n Children for Confirmation, and the 
Church herſelf calls tion partly a corrupt following o 
the Apoſtles, Article 25. HE: Oy 
IN the Collect for Chriſtmas, it's ſaid, Chriſt was born as 
on that Day, (in the laſt Common-Prayer, on that Time) which 
at leaſt is very doubtful; the Learned, who diſagree about the 
preciſe time of his Birth, generally acknowledging it was 
not in the depth of Winter. a 


AT. the Ordination of a Prieſt, the Biſhop ſays to him, 
receive thou the Holy Ghoſt ; it's dubious whether the Ordain- 
ers have Power to confer the Spirit, as the Apoſtles did, bur 

if they have, it's paſt doubt, that many of the Ordain'd don't 
carry it away with em, elſe we ſhou'd not hear praying by 
the Spirit ſo often ridicul'd, by which we mean no more nor | 
leſs than the Apoſtle does, Rom. viii. 26, 27. and elſewhere. 
"Inſtances of this narure are very numerous and roo redious to 
be inferred in ſo ſmall a Tract ; therefore I proceed. 
III. Propoſition. 
© INDIFFERENT Terms of Communion, when rigorouſly and 
. *wniverſally impos'd, are not allowable, nor to be comply'd with in all 
_ - Caſes. 

*  UPPOSE a Church ſhould impoſe things that be indif- 
ferent in their own Nature, but offenſive to tender Conſci- 
ences, our Noncompliance with that Impoſition is warranted 

by the Example of our Saviour and his Apoſtles, who would 

not waſh their Hands before eating, tho it was a decent Ce- 
remony, and commanded by a Church divinely eſtabliſh'd, 
Mat. xv. Chriſt wou'd have nothing to do with their Cere- 
monious Traditions when impos d, no not ſo much as to waſh 
his Hands, when it was uſed as a Teſt or Term of Conformity. 
NO W, the reaſon of their Nonconformity to that Rite 
was, becauſe that Church had aſſumed a Power of impoſing 
things nnrequired by God's Word, nor could even their di- 
vine Eſtabliſhment legitimate the Impoſition. 
THIS Argument will very well ſerve the Diſſenters, who 
may demand of the Church, By what Authority doſt thou theſe 
things, and who gave thee this Authority, viz. to impoſe indif- 
ferenr things as a Religious Teſt and Term of Communion, 
eſpecially when they are offenſive, much more to puniſh Per- 

* ſons for their Noncompliance with em? I ſee no foundati- 
on for this Authority, for | 

1. I Ts certain, Chriſt and his Apoſtles were againſt im- 

- Poſing indifferent things in divine Worſhip, -and puniſhing 

thoſe who could not comply with them; as you may ſee in 

l | the 


| 
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the Synodical Letter, Add, xv. 28. It ſcemed good to the Holy 
Ghoſt and to us, to lay upon you no greater Burthen than theſe ne- 
ceſſary things, without any other Sanction than from which if 
you keep your ſelves ye ſhall do well. 

HERE is nothing enjoyn'd but what is of neceſſity, ei- 
ther in irſelf, or during the preſent exigency of things ; the 
Obligation to which latter ceaſed upon the alteration of thoſe 
Circumſtances that ar firſt made em neceſſary, the ſcrupu- 
louſneſs of = udaizing Chriſtians, who were for impoſing 
an abrogated Ceremony upon rhe Gentile-Converts. 

THUS in the beginning of the Reformation, the Cir- 
cumſtances of that Time required a Connivance at a great 
many diſputable Things, to encourage the Conformity of Pa- 

iſts, who were the only Recuſants; then but now that Caſe 
ing alter d, one would think the Obligation to thoſe diſpu- 
table Things ſhould ceaſe. | =. 
BESIDES, the Apoſtle did nor enforce this Injunction 
by Penal Laws, or ſo much as inſinuate, that Nonconformity 
to it would involve any in the Guilt of Schiſm, but only com- 
mended it to em with this enforcement, chat in doing ſo they 
ſhould do well ; nor have they any where empower d the Church 
to do otherwiſe. 

AS to the Caſe of indifferent Things, the Apoſtle expreſ- 
ly determines it in our favour, That what is lawful in itſelf 
ſhoul d be forborn by the Church, when it becomes hurtful, 1 Cor. 
viii. 9. Take heed leſt by any means this Liberty of Tours become 
a ſtumbling Block to them that are weak, FEE | 

-IT's the Duty of every Church to forbear the nſe, much 
more the Impoſition of indifferent Things when they become 
a Scandal to the weak; thus Paul tell us, Rom. xiv, 21. Its 
on neither to eat Fleſh, nor to drink, Wine, nor any thing where- 
thy Brother ſtumbleth, or is offended. Uk 

THE great Law of Chriſtianity forbids, not only unlaw- 
ful Things, but ſuch alſo as are not expedient. So 1 Cor. vi. 
12. All things are lawful unto me, but all things are not expedi- 
ent, all things are lawful for me, but TI not be brought under the 
power of any, no not of lawful Things. Tho he grants indif- 
ferent Things to be lawful, he does not think himſelf oblig d 
to conform to em when impos d. 1 

IO be brought under the power of indifferent Things in 
Religion, is to aſſent to thoſe Things, nor as indifferent but 
— becauſe indifferent Things as ſuch have no power 
at all. | 

-'IT's plain from hence, there was in St. Pauls Time an at- 
C 2 tempꝑt 
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tempt ro impoſe the neceſſity of indifferent Things; which 
he who became all Things ro all Men, would nor be brought 
under the Power of. | 

T HIS Reſolution of the Apoſtle is deſign'd (fince imita- 
ble) to be a Rule for all Chriſtians to walk by, and ought to 
be ſo to all Chriſtian Churches, who not only ought to fol- 
low rhe Apoſtles themſelves in the obſervance of this Rule, 
but alſo to encourage them that would do ſo. 

IF we may follow the Apoſtles Example in other imitable 
Things, why not in this inſtance of Nonconformiry ro indif- 
ferent Things when impos'd in divine Worſhip ? 

NOTHING is more againſt Religion than to force ir, 
ſince Religion being the higheſt Reaſon, oughr to be the Re- 
ſult of a rational and deliberate Choice. The Weapons of our 
Warfare are not Carnal, ſays St. Paul, i. e. we don't force Men 
to our Communion by Penal Laws. 

IF Religion itſelf, which is abſolurely neceſſary to Salva- 
tion, is not to be impoſed, much leſs are indifferent Things, 
eſpecially if we conſider, that the Impoſition of em has been 
deftructive of Chriſtian Unity in all Ages. 

I dont ſee che Reaſon of making any Thing a Term of 
Communion, bur what is in its own Nature neceſſary, ante« 
. cedent to its Impoſition. | 
2. THE Primo-Primitive Church did not impoſe indif- 
ferent Things as the neceſſary Terms of Communion, 

IT was fome Time before rhe uſe of indifferent Things 
crept into the Church, and rheſe were no ſooner impoſed, 
but a general Corruption in Doctrine and Diſcipline imme- | 

diately enſu'd upon it. . 

+ TO "charge Churches (ſays the learned Hale) with Things un- 
neceſſary, was the firſt beginning of all Superſtition ; if the Fa- 
thers of the Church would 2 a little ſparing in incumbring Churches 
with ſuperfluities, or not over rigid in reviving of obſolete Cuſtoms, 
or impeſing new, there would be far leſs Cauſe of Schiſm and Se- 
_peratzon. Tract of Schiſm, p. 12. _ | 

II. SEPARATION from the eftabliſh'd Church is lawful 
min a POLITICAL Sence, when allowed by the Government. 
- THE Terms of Diſtinction between us and the Church 
2s chey are impoſed, are not Eccleſiaſtical but Civil, J. e. che 
Impoſition of em is meerly a Civil Act, ſince the Church of 
England by Law eſtabliſh'd, is altogether dependent upon the 
State, and all her Canons, Conſtitutions, Orders, &c. and any 
thing elſe that diftinguiſhes her from other Proteſtant Chur- 
ches, derive their force from Acts of Parliament, _— 
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Acts are of the Conſtitution no otherwiſe than other Acts of 
Parliament. ; | 
NOW the Terms of Communion required by the Church 
of England being purely Political and Parliamentary, the Pro- 
teſtant Diſſenting Churches may without Schiſm ſeparate from 
ſuch Political Parliamentary Terms, if the King and Parlia- 
ment give ſuch Liberty by Law. | % 
TIME was, when ſuch who ſcrupled the Ceremonies of 
the Church, continued to be legal Members of her, even be- 
fore Oliver's U/urpatien, and had till been fo, but for the ri- 
gour of certain Statutes enacted againſt 'em, by Virtue of 
which they were turn d our of the Church, and puniſh'd for 
worſhipping God in a Mode different from the eſtabliſn d 
Worſhip : The Government finding the inconveniency of 
thoſe Penal Laws, did nor only repeal em, but by the Act of 
Toleration, allow'd of their Separation as Legal. ' 
WE appeal to Ceſar, we are Subjects to the State, and not 
to the National Church, who having no external Iuriſdicti- 
on but what ſhe derives from the State, can't demand Sub- 
jection from ſuch whom the State exemprs ; and if ſhe charge 
ſuch with Schiſm, ſhe charges the Government by which ſhe 
ſtands, with the Crime of eſtabliſhing Iniquity by a Law. 
THE plain Truth of the Caſe is, the King and Parliament are 
the Makers and Head of the Church of England, and I think they 
have a juſt Power to rule their own Creature; and our Convocation, 
in the true Notion of it, are but their Eccleſiaſtical Council. Tay- 
lor againſt Sherlock, p. 38. | | . 
AUTHORITY has made them a Church, and the ſame Authority 
given us permiſſion to frame our ſelves into Churches. Ibid. - + 
WHAT a Jeſt is it then for Paſſive Obedience-Gentle- 
men, to call thoſe Schiſmaticks, who ſeparate only from thoſe 
Things in the Church, which have no other Authority but 
what the Civil Magiſtrate gives em, and that by the Allow- 
ance of the ſupream Power in Church and State? | 
I T's hard that Acts of Parliament relating to Diſſenters 
ſhould then only be counted valid, when they plead againft 
us, and not be allowed the hearing when they ſpeak for us. 
It's yer ſtranger, that we ſhould meet wich this Treatment 
chiefly from thoſe who pretend to make unlimited Obedience 
to the ſupream Power, the diſtinguiſhing Criterion of a true 
Church-Man. ) = 
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Proteſtant - Diſſenters no Schiſmaticks from the Catholick 
- Church, nor from the Church of England, as ſhe is part 
ber, becauſe their Separation is involuntary. If Eng- 

liſh Presbyterians be Schiſmaticks, the Scotch Epiſcopa- 
aus and Engliſh Nonjurors are much more ſo ; nay, 
 Nonconformity in the profeſt Members of the Church, to 
any of the human Rules 7 it, is equally Schiſmatical 
with the Nonconformity of the Diſſenters. 1. Cburch- 
Men diſſent from ſeveral eftabliſh'd Rules of the Church. 
2. Church-Men differ among themſelves in ſeveral Modes 
of publick Worſhip. 3. Church-Men guilty of innovating 

* beyond the Eſtabliſhment ; all theſe illuſtrated ty variety 
Inſtances. Real Schiſm where chargeable. The Concluſion. 


N SE, not granting, that we are Schiſmaticks from 

the Engliſh Church, yer we don't ſeparate from her as 
ſhe is part of the Catholick Church, from which we are not 
Schiſmaticks any more than herſelf, Nor are we in reality 
Schiſmaticks from the Church of England. | 
I. V are not Schiſmaticks from the Catholick Church, nor 
any true viſible part of her; our Aſſemblies having all that's 
efſenrial and neceſſary to the Being of a true Church. We 
are united with all Proteſtant Churches in the great Eſſentials 
of Faith, Doctrine and Worſhip. 219. 

AND, it can't be deny'd, bur all who profeſs Chriſtianity 
and its eſſential Principles, are viſible Parts of the Catholick 
Church till they renounce their Profeſſion: Now if by their 
external Profeſſion they are allow'd to be Chriſtians, nay 
more, Proteſtant Chriſtians, then they are of this viſible Church 
of Chriſt; and if they are of Chriſt's Church, then the 
are not Schiſmaticks in the vulgar acceptation of that Word, 
nor are they Schiſmaticks in the Scripture Senſe, if they live 
in Chriſtian Charity and Peace with all Men. t 

THE diſtinct Notion of Schiſm, ſays the learned Ham- 
mond, is the voluntary receding of any Member from the Unity of 
the Body, viz. the Church of Chriſt. So that the Schiſmarick 
is he that divides himſelf from the Church of God. Of Schifm, 
King. ©: > 


(23) 

II. NEITHER are we in reality Schiſmaticks from the 
Engliſh Church. | | 3 

1 can't ſee, how we ceaſe ro be Members of the Church, 
ſince what we forſake in the Church, is not of the Eſſence of 
it : As a Man may legve any Faſhion or Cuſtom of a College, and 
yet remain ſtill a Member ; ſo a Man.may poſſibly leave ſome Opi- 
nion or Practice of a Church, formerly common to himſelf and others, 
and continue ſtill a Member of that Church. Chillingworth, p. 269. 

WE may be Parts of a Church, tho we don't joyn with 
it in all irs Ceremonious Obſervances ; thus the Cathedral or 
Parochial Churches differ, yer are Parts even of the ſame efta- 
bliſh'd Church; fince then, we agree with the Church in the 
great Eſſentials of Chriſtianity, and differ from her only in 
ſome of her Ceremonies, we can't juſtly be reckon'd Schiſ- 
maticks, unleſs the Ceremonies be made more of her Eſſence 
than the Fundamentals of our Religion. 

BY the XI Canon of the Church, we are allow'd to be 
true Churches, which aſſerts, that ſuch Congregations that are 
allowed by the Law of the Land, are true and lawful Churches; 
nay further, we are a true Church by the Definition given of 
a viſible Church of Chriſt in the 19th Article, Which is a Con- 
gregation of faithful Men, in the which the pure Ward of God is 
preach'd, and the Sacraments be duly miniſter d, according to Chriſt's 
Ordinance, in all thoſe things that of neceſſity are requiſite to the 


ame. | 
4 HERE you have all the Conſtituents of a true viſible 
Church of Chriſt, all which are as much to be found in a diſ- 
ſenting Proteſtant Congregation, as in any Epiſcopal one. 

THE Proteſtanr Diſſenters holding Communion with the 
Church in every Thing of divine Inſtitution, cant juſtly be 
ſtiled Schiſmaticks, for ſeparating from human Traditions, 
becauſe the neglect of Things commanded by God, and not 
the Inventions of Men, make Schiſmaticks. 

I F the Terms of Communion be of Man's making, the 
Separation that enſues will be but a Schiſm of Man's making 
too; and whether a Church has firſt a Power to make a Sin, and 
then to make it damnable, is, I think, very queſtzonable : Let no- 
thing be declared Schiſm, but what the Scripture makes ſo, 
and all Debates about ir are concluded. $6 

THAT we are not Schiſmaticks from the Church of 
England will further appear, if we conſider | 

HAT our Separation as ſuch is forced and nor voluntary, 
for we are oblig d ro depart from the Church by force of cer- 
tain Laws, that impoſe Terms of Conformity which we __ 
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1 with a ſafe Conſcience comply with. We wou'd much rather 
| be in the Church, and wou'd gladly purchaſe our re- admiſſi- 
on at any rate, but at the Expence of Conſcience and Truth; 
we don't ſeparate for Separation ſake, but are driven out by 

Oathe, Subſcriptions, Declarations, Statutes, &c. concerning the 

| — $ of which we could never yer ſee a convincing 

| ey HEN the Papiſts charg'd the Church of England with 
Schiſm, Biſhop Bramhall anſwers thus, Jo be ſeparated might 

be our conſequent Will, becauſe we could not help it, but it was 
far from our antecedent Will, or that we did deſire it.----If they did 

© impoſe upon us 4 neceſſity of doing ſinful Things, then we did not 

lenve them, but they did drive us from them, 

IN like manner diſſenting Proteſtants may ſay, To ſeparate 

is not their antecedent Will, but their conſequent Will ; they are 

not of thoſe who ſeparate themſelves, are conſtrain d to 


our. . 2. ö | 
N 51 NCE the Church of Exgland impoſes upon us a neceſ- 
ſiry of doing, or at leaſt of approving Things we judge 
lawful,” and in ſuch a Caſe to condemn us for Schiſmaticks, 
is both _ Chriſtian Charity and common Juſtice, and they 
who condemn us for ſuch, do but prove themſelves to be ſo, 
becauſe theſe are they which canſe Diviſions and Offences, 
which the Apoſtle adviſes us ro mark and avoid, Rom. xvi. 17. 
ALL are agreed, that the Impoſers of unjuſtifiable Things 
in the Worſhip of God, are not only Schiſmaricks themſelves, ; 
but the Cauſe of all Diſſent from ſuch Terms, which Diſſent, 
4 8 culpable, they only are chargeable with the 
Zullt ot. | | 
IF we err in ſeparating from the Church, it's our Infelici- | 
ty, and rather deſerves Compaſſion than Puniſhment ; our do- 
meſtick Circumſtances, Reputation and Intereſt ſtrongly in- 
vite us to Conform, nothing bur a fear of offending Almigh- ; 
ty God could oblige ro eſpouſe a Party that's treated as the 
Scum and Reproach of Mankind. 
IT/ ide be cuſtomary among the Kings of the Hunnes, as 
ſcon as they have any Children, to baniſh all their Brethren out of F 
( 
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their Dominions, and not to admit them again without putting out 
their Eyes; ſo it s poſſible (I wiſh it were not juſtly ſuppoſable) for 
A particular Church, ſo to fence and limit, guard and reſtrain their 
Communion, to require ſuch ſevere Conditions of all they will ad- | 
mit, that ſome Men cum t, without putting out their Eyes, or wil- : 
Full” acknowledgment of Untruths, others without committing Sin j 
againſt Conſcience, unter go the Conditions thus required, nor con- I 
1 ET d ſequently 


t 


ſequently be admitted to Communion with it. Hammond on Schilm; * *\ 


22. | 
. IT s (ſays Dr. More) an Antichriſtian uſe of Church Government 
to direct it to the N of ſcandalous Ceremonies, and enſnaring 
Inventions of Men, and what is it but Injuſtice and barbarous Cruelty 
to affliit Men for what they cannot help > This Paſfage you'll find 
in Eleutheria, or An Idea of the Reformation in England, p. 61. _ 
GLADLY would we incorporate with the Church, provi- 
ded nothing were impoſed upon us that were contradictory to our 
Conſciences; but fince that can't be obtain d, ir's hard to con- 
demn us as Schiſmaticks ; call us rather unfortunate Exiles, becauſe 
we refuſe no Scriptural Term of Communion, and are willing 
to Conform, provided the Things in queſtion be left indifferent 
to be us d or not, as Perſons fn rhemſelves perſwaded in their 4 
own Minds, | | "A 
THERE are four Conſequences I would draw from hence: 
I. THAT if the Engliſh Presbyterians be Schiſmaticks for ſepa- 
rating from the eſtabliſh'd Church, ſo are the Scors Epiſcopals. 
IE SO are the Engliſh Nonjurors, 
III. S O are the foreign tolerated Churches in this Kingdom. 
IV. SO are all thoſe Clergy and Lay-men that differ from the 
eſtabliſh'd Rules of the Church. | | 
| I. Conſequence. 4685 
THAT if the Engliſh Presbyterians are guilty of Schiſm, for meer2 
ly ſeparating from an eſtabliſh'd Church; the Scots Epiſcopals,who ſe- 
parate from the Church of Scotland, are much more ſo, becauſe no 
ſuch hard Terms are impoſed upen them as upon us. | 
IN the Kingdom of Scotland, there is no Religious or Sacra- 
mental Teſt in Diſpute as in England; but the Queſtion is, whe- 
ther they own or no the Civil Government ? e 
IT does not appear, that any Epiſcopal Miniſter ſince the 
Revolution, has ſeparated from that Church meerly for her be- 
ing Presbyterial. : oy, 
IN the firſt General Aſſembly after the Revolution, it was 
particularly declar'd concerning the Epiſcopal Miniſters that 
were then in the Scots-Kirk, That this Aſſembly will depoſe no In» 
cumbents ſimply for their Fudgment anent the Government of the 
Church, nor urge Re-ordination upon em. Seſſ. vi. 1690. Vid. Index 
of the unprinted Acts of the ANembly. | | 
T O be plain, the Scots Epiſcopalians don't leave that Churchz 
becauſe they don't like rhe Terms of Admiſſion, but becauſe 
they'll not take the Oaths to a Revolution-Government, which 
is all that's requir'd of em; as is evident by an Act of Patlias 
ment made in the Year 1695, wherein taking the Oaths to the 
D | Covern- 
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Government is made the only and fully ſufficient Qualification, and 
all Miniſters that would fo qualify themſelves are continu'd, A. D. 
1695. | | | . a 6 1 
OH |! how happy ſhould we be, if no other Terms were 
impos d upon us in South-Britain: If the Epiſcopal Church of 
England treated Engliſh Presbyrerians, as the Presbyterian Church 
of Scotland does Epiſcopal Diſſenters, there would, I believe, 
be ſcarcely a Presbyterian in Exgland who would nor heartily 
joyn with the Church. 2 5 0 
WELL chen, either the Church of Scotland eftabliſh'd by 
Law is cut off from the Catholick Church, or the Epiſcopal 
Nonconformiſts there are ſo, according to the modern Defini- 


tion of Schiſm. 8 

M II. Conſequence. . | 
THE Nonjurors in England alſo, who before the Revolution de- 

tlared ſo vehemently againſt Schiſm, are become Schiſmatichs them- 


ſelves, being excluded the Church, by reſiſting the Powers ordain'd of | 


God; and therefore, if they ſtick, to. their Doctrine, they are in a more 

damnable Condition than the Engliſh Presbyterians. | 

THUS'in ſhort, you cant condemn the Engliſh Diſſenters 
without damning. the Scots Epiſcopals, and all the Epiſcopal 
Nonjurors in England; therefore, for their Sakes, they may be 
more ſparing in their Cenfures. _ 

e e nt get, II. Conſequence. 
Hu ſball we ſay of the Dutch and French Churches in Lon- 
don, who are allow d by. Lam, and don't joyn with the Church of 
England? Are they damn d Schifmaticks ? Surely No. 

NOR ſnould I overlook the Engliſpy Churches in Holland: 
Are thoſe cut off from the Univerſal Church, becauſe they don't 
conform to the Belgick Eſtabliſhment? Here is an Inſtance of 
one Church within the Bowels of another, who is not ſubject 

to the National Church of the Land, and exerciſe Juriſdiction 

within themſelves independent on the Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſh- 
ment: What Reaſon then have Eng/ifb Diſſenters to complain 


bf the Church, as more Chriſtian and Complalſant to Stran- 


gers than Natives, who might very well expect a kinder Uſage. 
N ee IV. Conſequence, | | 
IF our Noncenformity to the human Rules of the Church be Schiſin, 
we have a great many Schiſmatical Brethren in the eſtabliſh'd Church, 
both Clergy and Lay-men. + | | | 


THIS will appear, it we: copfder thres things: 


I. Thoſe who profeſs themſelves to be Church-Men, and yet 


don't Conform to all its human Rules, are fo far equally Schif- 
maticks with the Diſſenters, £2 | 
15700 ä II. Church- 
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II. Church-Men differing from one another in ſeveral Acts 
and Modes of publick Worſhip, muſt one or other of em be 
Schiſmaricks with equal Reaſon as the Diſſenters are call 'd ſo. 

III. Some Church-Men introduce Innovations and human In- 
ventions into the Church, that are not of irs Conſtitution, and 
therefore are equally guilty of Schiſm with ſuch who differ 
from human Inventions, that are of its Conſtitution. Of theſe 
in their Order. 2 

I. THOSE who profeſs themſelves Church- Men, and yet don g 
Conform to all its human Rules, are ſo far equally Schiſmaticks with 
the Diſſenters. | 

THIS Propoſition holds good as to Clergy and Laity, we'll 
hook in the Straglers of both kinds. | 

Firſt, A $ to the Clergy, they are remarkable for their Schifma- 
tical Diſſent from the human Rules and Conſtitutions of the Church; 
which, according to the Charge advanc'd againſt the Diſentersy 
is Schiſm ; and yet theſe Nonconforming Conformiſts muſt by 
no means be accounted Schiſmaticks, tho' ſome of them differ 
as much from the Church, as any Presbyterian Diſſenters what- 
ever, in their Practice, and tnuch more in their Principles. 

THIS is evident as to the Practice of the Clergy in the fol- 
lowing Inſtances. | 

1. THE Church commands all Prieſts and Deacons to ſay daily 
the Morning and Evening Prayers, and every Parochial Curate, being 
at Home, and not otherwiſe reaſonably hinder'd, ſhall daily ſay the 
fame in the Church where he miniſters. Vid. Preface concerning 
Service of the Church. - = _ 

THAT this Order of the Church is not duly obſerv'd, is 
paſt all doubt, and ſo far the Clergy that neglect this Order are 
Schiſmaticks, according to the Rule they judge the Diſſenters by. 

2. MINISTERS are to Catechiſe upon every Sunday and Holy. 
Day, Canon 59. But generally ſpeaking, they diſſent from this 
Rule, and mind it no more than a Diſſenter does the Act of U- 
niformity, and therefore, ſo far tlſey are as culpable. 

3. THE King's Supremacy over the Church of England is to be 
preach'd four times a Tear by all Eccleſiaſticks and Readers of Divi- 
nity- Lectures, Can. 1. of 

THE neglect of this Order is notorious, and Schiſmaticks 
of this kind are very numerous, who ſcruple not upon all Oc- 
7 in their Healths and Graces, to prefer the Church to the 

TOWN. _ 

4. When Perſons are dying, the Church orders, that à Bell. ſhall 
be toll d, and the Miniſter * is to do his laſt Office. Can. 67. 

BUT they are Separatiſts from ** for generally che Bell 
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is not toll d till after the Deceaſe of the Sick Perſon, and then 
ir s roo late for the Parſon to do that Office. And in this Town 
ic s not toll d at all till the Day the Corps is buried. 
3. NO Miniſter ſhall reſort to Ale-Honſes, nor ſpend his Time 
#n playing at Cards, Dice, or Tables, or any other unlawful Game, 
Canon 75. 

HERE the Church condemns Cards, Dice, and Tables, as 
unlawful Games; tho' I know none in the Church that regard 
this Injunction, or think the worſe of themſelves for neglecting 
of it, yet a Presbyterian, for as ſmall a Tranſgreſſion, ſhall be 
counted a Schiſmarick. 

6. IT's the Order of the Church, that none ſtand ns Godfa- 
thers or Godmothers before they have received the Communion. Can. 29. 
HOW little this is regarded, common Obſervation can tell: 


And who is chargeable with this Schiſmatical Neglect but the 


Clergy ? 

7. IT the Injunction of the Church, That Marriage be cele- 
brated in the Parifh Church, where one of the Perſons to be married 
dwells, and in no other Place, Can. 102. | ws 

BUT a Licence from the Court, tho' contrary to the Ca- 
non, will legitimate a Wedding in any Church; ſo that they 
mind the Rule no more than the Presbyterians: I confeſs, it 
ſeems hard upon the inferior Clergy, to be under a neceſſity of 
diſobliging their Ordinary, or tranſgreſſing a Canon. 

8. BY Canon 74. Gowns with ſtanding Collars, with Hodds (or 
Tippets of Silk or Sarcenet) and ſquare Caps, are to be worn by all 
Miniſters always. And by the ſame Canon, all Minifters in their 
13 muſt wear Cloaks with Sleeves, without Guards or Welts, 

ng Buttons, or Cuts. % | , 

SO far are the Clergy from conforming to this Rule, that 
they know not ſo much as the Form of ſome of theſe Garments 
they are hereby oblig d to wear: Nor is there a Man, among 


all the projecting Tribe of Taylors, that can inform us how to 


recover this deperdita Ars. 


As ſmall a Thing as this ſeems, it ought to be obſerv'd, 
fince it's among the Conſtitutions of the Church; and the neglect 
of this equally infers Schiſm, as the neglect of any other hu- 


man Invention. 
9. MINISTERS are oblig'd to read Prayers on all Holy-Days: 


and their Eves, Can. 14. Few Clergy obſerve this, any more 


the Diſſenters do the Chriſtmas Holy-Days. 
10. CHURCH Miniſters are oblig'd to read the Canons once 
every Tear to their People, Vid. King's Letter Patents. | 
WHEREAS its well known, many a Pariſh js altogether 
th 1SnOrant 
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ignorant of em, and has no other Notion of a Canon than a 
Military Engine. This is a general neglect, yet now a-days, 
they are accounted the honeſter Men, who neglect a Thing 
they promiſe to do, than thoſe who ſcruple promiſing what they 


cant perform. 


11. THE Church requires the Communion Table to ſtand in 
the Body of the Church, or Chancel, and the Prieſt to ſtand on the 
North-ſide of it: But in oppoſition to this Injunction, the Com- 
munion Table is made Alrar-wiſe, and clap'd unto the Wall ar 
the Eaſt-end of the Church, with Rails about it, and Steps to 
ir, contrary to Exod. xx. which ſays, Neither ſhalt thou go up by 
Steps unto my Altar. It's true, the reaſon of this Injunction is 
alter d, but they have the ſame reaſon to obſerve this, as well 
as other antiquated Ceremonies. 

12. THE Sentences of Scripture at the beginning of the Common 
Prayer, are order d to be read by the Miniſter with a loud Voice 3 
which is not obſery'd, but thoſe Texts of Scripture are read 
with the ſame Voice as the reſt of the Service. Thus the Mi- 
niſter neglects the firſt Thing the Church requires of him, as 
Dr. Edwards obſerves, Preacher Vol. III. 144. 

13. THE common Practice of reading together the Litany and 
Communion Service, beſides the Common Prayers, is an Innovation, 
for they are three diſtin Offices, and ſhould be read aſunder, vid. 
Clergyman's Vade Mecum. | 

Mr. Bennet likewiſe tells us in his Paraphraſe on the Com- 
mon-Prayer, thar that Practice is contrary to the firſt Intention 
of the Church. Edwards, ibid. p. 145. 

THESE are ſome of the Charch-Orders to which the Cler- 
gy don't Conform, yer their Nonconformiry to 'em is not deem'd 
Schiſni: They cry up the Canons, Rules, Rites and Laws of 
the Church, but neglect em themſelves, and ar the ſame time 
accule all others thar do ſo for Schiſmaricks. 

NOW, if they be Schiſmaticks who don't Conform to all 
Things requir d by the Church, I ſee not how the Clergy can 
poſſibly free themſelves from Schiſm, who are as abſolute Non- 
conformiſts to ſome Rules of the Church as any Diſſenters in 
the Kingdom, tho they give their aſſent and conſent to the uſe 
of them, which the Diſſenters do nor. 

NAM more, Multitudes of the Clergy diffent from the e- 
ſtabliſh'd Church in Principle. It's true, they ſubſcribe all her 
Articles, and are oblig'd to do it ex animo; but after all, tis 
well known, that in their Judgments they are Nonconformiſts 
to ſeveral of em, eſpecially in the Quin- quarticular Points, ſo 
a learned Doctor of the Eſtabliſhment tells us - 


| (30) 
T can t, ſays he, but obſerve, - that ſome of thoſe Doctrines which 
were rejected as Popiſh ly our firſt Reformers, are now commonly 
preaeb'd up and defended as Articles of Orthodox Faith, as Predeſti- 
nation upon Fore-ſight of Works, the extravagant Power of Man's 
Free-Will, the final Apoſtacy of the Regenerate. Edward's Prea- 
cher, Part II. h | . . 

THOUGH theſe and ſuch like Doftrines were condemm'd by the 

firſt Proteſtants, as ſavouring very rankly of Rome, yet now, adds 
hey they paſs for ſound Propoſitions, and every Pulpit rings with em; 
'tis amazing to ſee ſo many ſubſcribe the Articles, to qualify em for 
ces, and run away with the Name of the only Church ef Eng- 
land, tho at the ſame time they rail at many of them from Pulpit 
and. Preſs. | | — 
H E proceeds to acquaint us in particular, that Mr. Bennet, 
Rector in Colcheſter, has -affirm'd, he would rather be charg'd 
With Popery than Predeſtinaticn---—- tho Predeſtination be one of 
the Articles of the Church of England, Art. 17. 

I ſay nothing of Hicks, Leſley, Bret, Higgins, and the reſt of 
chat Caſſendrian-Club ; fince the very Bulk of the Clergy avow- 
edly diſſent from Calvin, whoſe Doctrine is contain'd in the 39 
Articles; it's true, the Name of that glorious Reformer (ſince 
Arminianiſm obtain d in the Church) is become odious to many 
of thoſe that appropriate to themſelves the Title of the C----h, 
who ſhew their degeneracy from their reformed Mother, who 
in her Infancy look d upon Calvin as the brighteſt Light of the 
Reformation, and her Pattern in Doctrinals. 


TH US Dr. Carlton, Biſhop of Chicheſter, (in a Book dedi- 
cated to K. Charles I. 1626.) writes, As for Calvin, his Name 


and Dottrines are made odious, but why I know not. 
Dr. Hakewel, Chaplain to Prince Charles, ſays, That thoſe who 
ſpoke: againſt Calvin, did, thro his Side, ſtrike at the Throat and 
eart of our Religion, Vid. his Book dedicated to K. James I. 
1616, a | | 

Dr. Hy, a Reverend Divine of the Church, in a Book he 
writ by Direction of Archbiſhop Uſher, and dedicated to him, 
has theſe Words, 


JOHN CALVIN was a Man of whom, I had almoſt ſaid 


as once it was of Moſes, That there aroſe not a Prophet ſince like 
him in 1/rael, nor ſince the Apoſtles Days was before him. 

IN ſhort, many Doctrines of the Church are ſcarcely to be 
found any where elſe bur among the Difſenters, 

I might add, beſides the Arminian Points, the Differences in 
Convocation between the Brſbops (and Presbyters, who have aſ- 
{erred their Independency on their Dioceſans) with the Anti- 
pa 
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Trinitarian "Hereſy, which is grown to ſuch a height, that the 
Church and Chriſtianity itſelf is in real Danger from ir, where- 
by the preſenr as well as former Governments has been oblig'd 
to rake notice of it. See Can. 5. by which ſuch are excommu- 
nicable who impugn any of the 39 Articles. 

SECONDLY, As to the Laity, many of them who hold Cum 
munion with the Church, are as remarkable for their Diſſent from the 
human Conſtitutions and Rules of the Church, as any Difſenter ; 
which will appear in the following Inſtances. vt 

1. Parents and Maſters are oblig'd to ſend their Children, Pren- 
tices and Servants to be catechis'd every Sunday and Holy-Day by Ca- 
non 59. This is an Order ofabe Church that few Conform to; 
and I know not why they are not as blameable as profeſt Diſ- 
ſenters; yea, more ſo, ſince the latter diſſent our of Principle, 
and the Church-Men againſt Principle. . | 

2. NONE are to be Godfathers or Godmothers till they have res 
ceived the Communion, according to Canon 29. And yer many, 
notwithſtanding this Injunction, undertake the Office of Spon- 
ſors before they receive the Sacrament ; and ſo far, they or the 
Clergy that admit em, are equally guilty of practical Schiſm 
with the Diſſenters. | | 

3- NONE are to Marry under the Age of Twenty One, without 
the Conſent of Parents or Guardians, Can. 100. This, I confeſs, 
is a prudent Rule, but Nature often rebels againſt Canon; and 


this Breach is overlook d in a Church-Man, tho' it would be 


counted Schiſm in a Diſſenter, were not the Conformiſts in the 
ſame Tranſgreſſion. | $4; 
4. ALL Church-Men are oblig d to keep all Holy-Days in hear- 
ing the Word and Praying, .Can. 13. A Rule, I believe, thoſe 
who would be thought the trueſt Sons of the Church, never 
come up to; nor do I ſee how they can, ſince they are fo nu- 
merous, that the Canonical Obſervarion of em is impracticable, 
as you will find by the following Liſt, which you have in the 
Table annex d to the Kalendar. 2 
I. Feaſt—-—n—Pf ! — 229 
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Rogation Dayſ-- = === = === | 
. Fridays All the Year, abſtracting 6 from Lent and 
Chriſtmas-- — "ocn — wm 3 46 
IV. Solemn Days, as 5 Nov. 30 Jan. 29 M. — — — 03 
Total 149 
Which with the 52 Sundays in the Tear, make 201 
pe NOW 
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NOW, according to this Calculation of 365 Days in the 
| Year, there remain only 164 compleat Days for common La- 
bour, tho God allows us out of that Number 313. Thus, 

(i.) BM human Impoſition, we are but allow'd about 3 work- 
ing Days in 7, whereas the fourth Commandment grants us 6 
working Days our of 7. 3 
IF rhe Diſſenters muſt be term'd Schiſmaticks for not ap- 

roving ſuch human Injunctions, thoſe who are in Principle 
Fi and yer don t comply with em, are equally Schiſ- 
marical ; nay, more ſo, for rhe Preface ro the Act of. Unifor- 
mu intimates it to be Schiſmarical to refuſe ro come ro Church 
on Holy-Days. Clergyman's Vade Mecum, p. 178. | 
_ (2.) THIS is not all the Inconveniency of Holy-Days, for 
they incroach upon the Lord's Day, and ſeem to be prefer d ro 
ir, ſince the ordinary Leſſons appointed for Sunday muſt give place 
to the proper Leſſons of ſuch Hely-Days as fall on Sundays. 
_ (3-) ADD to theſe the Prejudice the Almanack Holy-Days 
do to Learning, by allowing ſo many idle Days to School-Boys. 
5. EVERY Lay Perſen is bound to receive the Holy Communion 
three times a Tear, Canon 24. - a 

MULTITUDES neglect this Order of the Church, and I 
know not why they who do ſo, ſhould; not be as culpable as 
thoſe who ſcruple only to take ir in the Church-Poſture. 

+ .IT's certain, there are no ſmall! Number of Noncommunicants 
in the Church, and the Church-Hardens ſhould well conſider 
what they do, when they ſwear. to preſent all above 16 who 
dont receive the Sacrament. - 
56. IT's an Order of rhe Church, That every Houſholder, dwel- 
ling within half a Mile of the Church, ſhould come or ſend One at 
leaſt of his Houſhold on Wedneſdays and Fridays, fit to joyn with the 
' Miniſter in Prayers, Canon 15.  _ 

BUT I thank you, quo Gaffer at the half Mile end, I have 
ſomething elſe for my Family to do, and if you inſiſt on this 
Canon, I mtiſt e en remove a few Roods further, and ſo ger 
out of the Cognizance of the Canon; for rake ir ill that Neigh- 
bour Facob on the other fide of the Way, who is not above 40 
Yards further off the Church than I ſhould be exempted from 
the Canon. | | | 
7. THE Miniſter at the beginning of the Common-Prayer be- 
Jeeches the People to ſay after him the Confeſſion with an humble Voice, 
e. with a low Voice, and yet they generally pronounce it with 
a loud Voice; thus they act contrary to the Order of the Church, 
and diſobey rhe Miniſter in the firſt thing he defires of them, 
this.is not mine, but an eminent Doctor of the Church his Ob- 

ſervation. Preacher, Part III. p. 144. 8. SCHOOL- 
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known. to need proof, | 


Diſſent from whar they count a warrantable Injunction, ſhould 
be leſs guilty than they who Diſſent from what they reckon to 


(33) 
8. SCHOOL-Maſters arè to teach'-no other Grammar but that ſet 
dur by Ning Henry VIII. Canon 79. 22 5 4 
TO my knowledge, many teach othet Grammars; and tho 
this be a ſmall Thing, yet it is a Breach of the Canon; and as 
great a one at leaſt, as for a Difſenter to teach without Licence, 
contrary to Canon 77, upon which they are uſually proſecuted 
in the Eccleſiaſtical Courts. ey” 
9. THE Church-Wardens ſhall diligently fee, that all the Pas 
2 duly reſort to their Church upon all Sundays and Holydays, 
on 19. That this is not throughly perform'd is too well 


10. IN Cathedrals, Collegiate Churches and Colleges, all are re- 
—.— 4 receive the Communion with the Prieſt every Sunday at leaſt, 
ubric * ; 
IHA T they are generally Nonconformiſts to this Rag, is 
as plain as that the Diſſenters are fo to any other human Or- 
der of the Church, and therefore ſo far they deſerve the ſame 
Condemnation. Though ſome of rheſe Inftances are trivial, 
yet they were thought worthy the Notice of the Convocation, 
2 ds em the ſtanding Rules for the Government of the 
urch. 
\ THESE are ſome Inſtances of Lay Nonconformity amon 
Church-Men to the Rules of the Church, which is overlook” 
in them, but accounted Schiſm in the Diffenters: 
Obj. Ay, but the former come to Church, 8 
Anſw. SO did the Puritans of old, but were proſecuted for 
their Nonconformity to ſome Nules of the Chan. bur now it 
ſeems, the bringing of their Curcaſſes thither, attones for any 
infringement upon their Principles, notwithſtanding the rigour 
of the Uniformity Act, the Edge of which is only turn d upon 
the Diſſenters. | fe a 
NO W, if Proteſtant Diſſenters be Schiſmaricks, becauſe they 
don't Conform to all the Rules of the Church; how come 
Church-Men, who actually Diſſent from ſo many of em, not to 
be ſo? How comes a Church-Man that breaks the Rules of the 
Church, to be a good Chriſtian, and a Piſſenter that does ſo, 
to be a Schiſmarick ? For it's unaccountable, how Perſons who 


= 


be unwarrantable. | Ts | 

BOTH Clergy and Laity are oblig'd ro the due obſervation 
of the Canons, for theſe Canons are Rules for the Government 
of rhe Church, or not: If nor, why were they wade by Con- 
vocation; and confirm'd by Royal ſew H they are Rules we 
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* ee of che NE then the breach of em is more 
Criminal in a Church-Man chan in a Diſſenter.. 

*> BUT, to ſet the Matter in a true Light, even the Lait), * 
N ich more the Clergy, are oblig'd to obſerve the Canons, as 
© appears by che King 1 Lerrert Patents! in that behalf, the Sub- 

ſtance of which is as follows, (and an be ſeen ar large before 
and after the Book of Canons. 

; JAM B'S; by the Grace of God, Ning Whereas our Biſhops, 
1. Deans, Chapters, Arch-Deacons, and ke Clergy, being ſummon'd 
.Þ Virtue of our Writ, bearing date Ian. 3 1. to treat and conclude 

upon certain difficult Aale Me, by Virtue of our Prerogative 
un Supreme Authority in Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, grant by our Letters 
Patents, full, free, and lawful liberty and power to them, that they 
©/ night confer, treat, debate, conſider, ' and agree of, and upon ſuch 

Canons, Orders, Ordinances, and Conſtitutions, as they ſhould think, 
© neceſſary for the better Government of the Church, to be from 

© ime to time ohſerv d, Se md, fulfilld, and kept hy all Eccleſiaſti- 
en Officers, and by all other Perſons within: Realm. 

IND whereas the Convocation has agreed upon certain Canons and 
_ Conſtitutions, and have thereupon preſented the ſame unto us, moſt 
humbly defiring us to give our: Royal Aſſent to their ſaid Canons and 

3 "Conſtitutions,- according to the Form of à certain Statute or = of 
Parliament malle on that Behalf, in the 25th of Henry VIII. 

E, of our Princely Inclination for the maintenance of the * 
ſent Governm#nt of the Church of England, have diligently read and 

: conſider d the ſaid Canons; and finding the ſame, 5 will be 've- 
xy profitable, not only to 500 Clergy, but to the whole Church of 


"this Kingdom, and all the true bers of it... lade there- 


ore for ns, our Heirs and lawful Such ſſors, and by theſe Preſents, do 
give our Royal Aſſent e all and every thing in em contain d. And 
«© furthermore, we don't only ggg and confirm the ſaid Canons, but do 
ommand, by our ſaid" Authority, and 
Y theſe our Letters-Patents,” We ſame to be diligently obſerv'd, 
executed, and equally kept by al our loving Subjects, and that 
.the Re Canons be read, once every Tear," in oe Church,” | 
FROM hence I obſerve; / - * + 


3h «gee 1. THAT this Convocation was conven'd by the King' 


= rit, as ſupreme Head of the Church. 
. 2. THAT the Canons they agreed upon how — reckon d 
neceſſar) for the better Government of the Church. 

3. THAT che King did give his Royal Aﬀent to theſe Ca- 
gon, according to the Form of a Aer. made on that alf, 
in the 25th. of Henry VIII. . f i 

4. THAT the obſervation of em will be very profitable, 


not 
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35 
not only to the Clergy, bur to the whyle Church of this Kingdom, 
and all the true Members of it. „ er 
5. THE King by his Supremacy and Royal Authority in 
Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical, commands theſe Canons to be diligently ob- 
ſerv d, executed, and equally kept by all his loving Subjects, Lay as 
well as Clergy. | ——" e | 
6. THAT theſe Canons, by the Authority aforeſaid, are 
commanded to be read once every Year in every Church. ; 
-AFTER this, I think it ſtrange, that the Lay-Men: ſhould 
be ſo ignorant of what they are oblig d to by rhe Canons; and 
that any Clergy- Man ſhould deny his Obligation to em, eſpeci- 
ally ſince it's further evident, that the Nings of England in their 
Injunctions to the Clergy, and the Biſhops in their Viſitations, 
generally enjoyn their Obedience to the Canons. | 
BESIDES, the Authority the Biſhops have to puniſh the 
Violators of the Canons, and the liableneſs of the Tranſgreſſors 
to Puniſhment, with the Complaints of Convocations againſt the 
breaches of Canons by Clergy and Laity, are uncontrovertible 
Evidences of their Subjection to theſe Canonical Conſtitutions: 
See the Acts of Cimvocation, 1703-4, wherein 21 Articles of Com- 
2 concerning the ſeveral Breaches of the Canons were ex- 
ibited to the Upper Houſe, by the Presbyters in Convocation. 
II. HRC H- Men don't only diſſent from many of the Canons of 
their own Church, but differ from one another in ſeveral Acts and 
Medes of Publick, Worſhip ; and therefore muſt. one or other of em 
be Schiſmaticks from the eſtabliſh'd Uniformity of Worſhip, with e- 
qual reaſon as the Diſſenters are call'd ſo. 
NOTWITHSTANDING their boaſted Uniformity, yer the 
different ways of Worſhip us d in the Cathedral and Parochi- 
al Churches are ſo great, that to a Stranger they wou'd look + 
like two different ſorts of Worſhip, and perhaps tempt him to 
think, there were a Cathedral and a Parochial Deitx. 
GO to a Cathedral, and you are entertain d with a Conſort of 
Vocal and Inftrumenral Muſick, perform d by Organs, Cho- 
riſters and Singing-Boys: Turn to the next Connery Church, 
and perhaps you'll ſcarce find a Man that can Set the Pſalm ; 
nor any Singing, but a Medly of Confuſion. In the Cathedrals 
they ſing the Prayers, in che Parochial Churches they read em 
commonly | | | | "DRE eee * 
NO W, if there be but one way of Worſhip, either the Ca- 


| thedrab or Parochial Churches are Schiſmaticks, elſe how comes 


difference in Worſhip to be call'd Schiſm in the Diſſenters, 
when their Worſhip is as conformable ro the Parochial Wor- 
ſhip as the Cathedral is. | 4 'B 
CCLRIS 01100 Vole AC dich os tb 143 ins AGAIN, 
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AGAIN, in ſome Churches the Parſon reads all the Prayers 
and Pſalms ; in others, the People bear a part in em. 
SOME uſe a Collect only before Sermon, others the Lord's 
Prayer only, and ſome a pre-conceived Prayer of their own, 
SOME bow towards the Eaſt, others decline it. 


SOME read the Second Service in the Chancel, others con- | 


fine the whole Service to the Reading-Desk. 
SOME Church-Men keep Lent, Ember-Days, Rogation, Wed- 
neſdays and Fridays, others Faſt not at all. Some keep Good-Fri- 
day after a religious manner, others Work on ir. 

SOME ſtand ar Prayer, others kneel, and ſome neither: 
In finging Pſalms, ſome fir, and others ſtand. 

NOW, if Conformity to all the Rules of the Church be ne- 
ceſſary to make one a true Church of England-Man, why ſhould 
not the Nonconformiry of Church-Men be fo far counted Schiſm 
in them, as the like Practice in the Difſenters > 

"LET the Church but allow as much diverſity in Opinion 
and Worſhip, as they hold and practice among themſelves, and 
I'm fatisfied the Clamour about Schiſm will ſoon ceaſe ; for up- 
on a little impartial Examination, it will appear, we don't dif- 
fer ſo much from them as they do among themſelves. 


AND yet, it ſeems, they who have the wideſt Swallow for 


Teſts and Oaths, which they never keep, are more eſteem'd 
than ſuch who in Conſcience dare not take em, becauſe they 
know they can't perform *em. Such an inequaliry in Characters, 
to lay no worſe, has the multiplicity of needleſs Teſts produc'd. 

III. SOME Church-Men introduce Innovations and Inventions 
into the Church, that are not of its Conſtitution, and therefore are 
| equally culpable with thoſe who don't conform to the human Inven- 


Tons, that are of it's Conſtitution. For, to add to an eſtabliſh'd | 


limited Rule, is as great a Fault in ſuch who have no Authority 
to do ſo, as it would be if they detracted from it. | 
IF Diffenters come ſhort of ſome Eccleſiaſtical Rules; on 
the other hand, ſome Church-Men go beyond thoſe Rules, in- 
' rermixing their own private Fancies with their Eſtabliſhment. . 
IN fhort, there be many bold Additions made by private 
Men to the eſtabliſh'd Church, without any Order or Warrant 
from her: And fince Uniformiry is commanded, why ſhould 
not thoſe Supra-Conformiſts who introduce ſtrange Cuſtoms 
Into the Church, be ſtigmatiz d, as well as thoſe who refuſe 
Conformity to fome Rires they think unwarrantable therein. 
THA there are many Innovations introduc d and practis d 
in the Church, without any publick Authority, will appear from 
the following Inſtances, ſeveral of which Dr. Edwards complains 
of in his Preacher. 1. THERE 
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1. THERE is no Injunction for the alternate reciting of 
the Pſalms by Miniſter and People. The Clergy would take ir 
ill, ſhould Lay-Men, eſpecially Women pretend to preach in 
the Church, and yet they have as good a Right to do that, as 
to bear their Part in the publick reading of the Pſalms in di- 
vine Worſhip, ſince there is nothing to Countenance it, but a 
cones Practice. 

2. THERE is no Order for wearing the Surplice in the 
Pulpit during Sermon, and yer tis practis d in fome Places, 

3- BOWING and cringing to the Eaſt and Altar, is a 
practice no where commanded by the Church, and yet nothing 
more frequent among your Ceremonialiſts, thoſe Monopolizers 
of Decency and Order. | | 

WHAT they mean by it I can't tell, but I can make no- 
thing of ir, unleſs ir be the firſt Step of a Dance towards Rome, 
where this bowing towards the Eaſt and Alrar is us'd, and for 
what reaſon we well know. | 

4. THE placing of the Communion Table, Altar-wiſe, a- 


gainſt the Eaſt Wall of the Chance), when the Sacrament is ad- 


miniſter'd, is no where enjoyn'd by the Church; nay, tis ra- 
ther forbidden by the Rubrick, which orders, That the Table at 
the Communion time, ſhall ſtand where Morning and Evening Pray- \ 
er is appointed to be ſaid, n 

BU T Prayers are generally ſaid in the Body of the Church, 
therefore the Communion Table ought to ſtand there. 

5. THE Church of England no where directs us to call the 
Communion Table, an Altar, which yer is the frequent Language 
of a Parry, who of late will allow none to be of the Church 
but themſelves. _ 2 
6. THERE is no Command of the Church for ſetting up 
of Candles upon Communiĩon- Tables; and yer we ſee unlight- 
ed Candles plac d on Collegiate and Cathedral Altars, which 
ſome inferiour Churches awkardly Ape. os 

NOTHING is more ridiculous than this Practice, and is 
even groſſer than the Romiſh Ceremony they pretend ro imitate, 
for in the Church of Rome they pur up lighted Candles, which 
are of ſome uſe, if not to themſelves to the Chandler ar leaft 
Bur what our unlighted Tapers ſerve for, I can't conceive, un- 
leſs they be Emblems of the darkn'd Underſtandings of the ſu- 


perſtitious Innovators. 


7. THE uſe of Organs in divine Worſhip is no where al- 


low'd by the Laws ef the Church, who rather prohibits that 
Practice, by placing it among thoſe Things which diſpleaſed God 
fore and filthily defiled bis holy Houſe. Book of Homil. of the 


Time and Place of Prayer, Part II. Pp. 131. HT 


C39. ), 

WH is not a Congregarion that worſhips God by Organs, 
againſt the Rule of the Church, 4 Nonconformiſt, as well as 
one chat has Baptiſm adminiſter d without the Croſs ? 

8. REBAPTIZATION. is another novel Practice lately in- 
troduc d into the Church, contrary to her 'avow'd Principles 
and Conſtitutions: Bur we hope there's an end put to that cor- 
rupt Practice, upon the Proteſtant Succeſſion's taking place; 
ſince it was principally calculated by Bret, and other ſuch rotten 
Proteſtants, in fayour of Popery, whoſe expectations with 
rhemſelves are now confounded: . You may ſee more of this in 
my Donatus Redivivus, and The Amazon unmaskd.  - * 

-9. PICTURES of Chrift, che Virgin Mary, Crucifixes,” 
and other Popiſh Images, are introduc'd into Common Prayer 
and other Devotional Books, without any order of the Church, 
which too openly diſcover the Diſpoſitions of ſome People. 

THUS, by imitating the Church of Rome, they make a 
conſiderable Progreſs towards the re- admiſſion of her Lay-Mens 
Books, tho contrary to the expreſs Teſtimony of their Mother 
Church, who ſays in her Homilies againſt Idolatry, That Images 
and Idols are the ſame in Scripture and Antiquity, and in particu- 
lar, condemns any Pictures or Images of Chriſt, or the Saints, and 
in plain Engliſh calls em Lies, Part III. 4 

10. THE old common finging Pſalms are laid aſide in ſe- 
veral Churches, and the new Verſions us d; and this without 
any Order of the Church. As ſmall. a Matter as this is, yet it's 
a publick Breach of the Act of Uniformi tr. 

II. PROXIES in Baptiſm, or Godfathers and Godmo- 
thers being repreſented by other Perſons when they can't be 

reſent themſelves, is the laſt Innovation I ſhall mention; this 
is a Cuſtom frequently us d, tho' no where authoriz d by Law. 
There be many more Inſtances of this Nature, which will be 
obvious to any Perſon who will give himſelf the trouble to 
compare the Practice of Church-Men (eſpecially rhe Clergy) 
with the Rules and Conſtitutions of the Church. 6 TEND. 
IH ESE Gentlemen, who make no Conſcience of incroach- 

ing thus on. the Canons and the Act of Uniformity, muſt either 
1 upon em as inſignificant and defective Rules, and there- 

y-incur an equal Guilt with the Diſſenters; or be chargeable 
- with. che preſumptuous breach of what they allow to be forci- 
ble and binding, and thereby become more guilty of that pre- 
— N n where with they load the honeſt and peaceable 

eparatiſt. ** 3 e e re - 8 
5B U, afterall the noiſy Clamour of the Party, I believe, 
that Schiſin, in the Scripture Notion of it, will be ſooner found 
7 een 1 — 
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3 themſelyes, than among thoſe who are uſually. branded 
WSU 5 4:09 W214; 5 , AT vo se 8 
IV certain, there may be Schiſm in Church without a Se- 
e it 3 thus i; was in the Church of Corinth, 1 Cor. 

Xl, 18. 438633] IL 9042. 39 ee oh Neſs 
Fo R firſt of all, when, you come enge then in the Chureb, I hear 
there be Schiſms among vou, (ſo the Original) i. e. . among you 
E r 
NOW, Schiſm-in a Church ſhews iclelf by a breach of Chri- 
ſtian Charity, thro Contentions and Diviſions. among the Mem- 
bers of it; this want of Charity among Church Members, is 
called Schiſm in the Body, 1 Cor. xii. 25, Thus you ſee rhe Co- 
rinthians, who did not ſeparate from the Church, are,expreſly 
taxed with Scham by the Apoſtle, becauſe they did not agree a- 
r bt it 0 95; 1; i et 
I don't remember zhan the Word ;Schi/m, in the New Teſta- 
ment, as it relates to the Church, ſignifies a Separation from it, 
but Diviſion therein ; and yet every Difference therein, is not 
this Schiſm, unleſs. it break the Unity of Faith, or that unanimous 
Communion required in Ordinances, which was the Cale, at Co- 
rinth, as will appear from the fore- cited Places, and 1 Cor. i. 12. 
A Han 2243/20) ii. t Ane: eee ICS 
As to the High«Parry in the eſtabliſn d Church, who are ſo 
liberal in ſcatterlng the Guilt of Schiſm among their Neigh- 


bours, tho they ſereen themſelves from the Imputation of rhi 


pretended Schiſm, by their peace- meal Conformity to the Rules 
of the Church, yet they are juſtly chargeable with real Schiſm, by 
their notorious Uncharitableneſs in damning all Proteſtants, Do- 
meſtick and Foreign, who are not of their own Denomination. 
_ © BESIDES, their known Enmity to the moderate Part of 
their own Church, proves em to be as errant. Schiſmaticks as 
the uncharitable hor-headed Fellows in the Corinthian Church, 
if not more ſo. tune? e e ie 451 
I E effects of this intemperate Zeal are viſible” thro all 
the Kingdom, eſpecially at Warrington, where, notwithſtanding 
the unexceptionableneſs of the Reverend and Learned Incum- 
bent's Character, the Pariſh is ſadly harraſs d by an unhappy 
Schiſm among themſelves. CO 
THUS you ſee with what little Reaſon the High-Church- 
Zealots charge the Diſſenters with Schiſm, for their ſeparating 
from whar they can't in Conſcience comply with; bur we ap- 
peal to all the World, to judge which are moſt culpable, the 
unreaſonable Impoſers, or the conſcientious Refuſers ? Since 
the former only can remove the Scruples of the latter, by re- 
| qulring 


— 


, F 


quiring no other Terms _— union, but hath FR * 
Warfanted by Scripture. Nor that the Diſſenters hold Rabe 
1 82 to tiſe any Thing in diyine Worſhip for which chere 
Command ; but they think it unlawful” that 
eee Thing be made a neceſſary Fart of 
n cho impoſed by the Magiſtrate. 
ort, tiorwirhſtanding the various Hardſhips we labour 
no for our Nonconformity; we 2 forgive | the Authors 
of em, and retain a e r rhe Church, towards 


Which 7 ich, but whar i is conliſtent with her 
© WE ate unfeign poly Band Bob and the Cohn e 
© for ou? Libe Jer ſhall endeavour always to mals tho 
eee Or tis ür of both, 


"WB profeſs no Rebgion bu that of the Church) whoſe 
| _ Dogtrio al Articles our Miniſters ſubſcribe ex animo, as a Teſt of 
* their Proteſtantiſm, and I am ſure, ſtick" Cloſer to em, than 
© gay * che Chun | 
$ E hays no Civil Intereſt diſtinct from dad of ulld Sach | 
And tho we have been traduc d by deſigning Men, as Bnemies 
to the Conſtirution, it's à falle and malicious Aſperſion; and we 
declare bur entire compliance with the Civil Eſtabliſument, and 
* rofeſs, we think it the beſt conſtituted Government in the 

Weds L take one ground of this Calumny to be our hearry 
*-and n Comjunction Vith the moderate Part of the CF, 


A weir heroick tion to all increathments of Po 
Warp! for che e die e 


v Io weak eaken'the — "ap chat che might with the grea- 
der facility cruſh che 2 n a Set of Men ſo far ſuperiour to 
em in ever) Thing thats Rational, as che dear Bleſſings of Li. 


bern aud © Property ate to che miſerable and ignoble Thraldom 
2 France Ny wh bur, bleſſed be God, they are now diſap- 

$ Fan in cheit 2 of - —_y us che eng 
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